There is a vocal undercurrent of supporters that endorse Native Hawaiian Sovereignty as specified in the Native Hawaiian Government Reorganization Act (known as the Akaka Bill). This proposal could create a Native Hawaiian governing entity that would provide everything from special privileges for persons of Native Hawaiian ancestry to potentially an outright full secession of the State of Hawaii as an independent nation. There are significant implications domestically and regionally that weigh heavily on the political support expected for the passing of this bill. Further, there are daunting challenges and opportunities that must be explored in order to levy a focused strategic argument to test the bill's validity, and ensure decision makers understand the associated consequences. This paper will provide a historical background, analyze associated implications, review potential opportunities for exploiting the current movement to precipitate change, and make suggestions for overcoming challenges and roadblocks that threaten political support of the bill.
STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS OF THE NATIVE HAWAIIAN SOVEREIGNTY MOVEMENT
…the lawful Government of Hawaii was overthrown without the drawing of a sword or the firing of a shot by a process every step of which, it may be safely asserted, is directly traceable to and dependent for its success upon the agency of the United States acting through its diplomatic and naval representatives. By an act of war, committed with the participation of a diplomatic representative of the United States and without authority of Congress, the Government of a feeble but friendly and confiding people has been overthrown. A substantial wrong has thus been done which a due regard for our national character as well as the rights of the injured people requires we should endeavor to repair. The provisional government has not assumed a republican or other constitutional form, but has remained a mere executive council or oligarchy, set up without the assent of the people. It has not sought to find a permanent basis of popular support and has given no evidence of an intention to do so. Indeed, the representatives of that government assert that the people of Hawaii are unfit for popular government and frankly avow that they can be best ruled by arbitrary or despotic power.
-President Grover Cleveland December 18, 1893
There is a vocal undercurrent of supporters that endorse Native Hawaiian Sovereignty as specified in the Native Hawaiian Government Reorganization Act (known as the Akaka Bill). This proposal could create a Native Hawaiian governing entity that would provide everything from special privileges for persons of Native
Hawaiian ancestry to potentially an outright full secession of the State of Hawaii as an independent nation. There are significant implications domestically and regionally that weigh heavily on the political support expected for the passing of this bill. Further, there are daunting challenges and opportunities that must be explored in order to levy a focused strategic argument to test the bill's validity, and ensure decision makers understand the associated consequences. This paper will provide a historical background, analyze associated implications, review potential opportunities that are available to exploit the current movement to precipitate change, and make suggestions for overcoming challenges and roadblocks that threaten political support of the bill.
Zogby 2) Partial Form. Demands for reconciliation are granted and a government within a government is formed. This option provides for additional rights for Native Hawaiians, allows for partial sovereignty with restrictions, and gives Native Hawaiian"s increased benefits and the right of self determination under the law.
The recognition proposed by the Akaka bill is similar to federal recognition currently enjoyed by federally recognized Native American Indian Tribes in the continental 48 states and Alaska. However, the Bureau of Indian Affairs requires the satisfaction of 7 criteria before recognizing a tribe, which include: the petitioner being identified as an American Indian entity on a continuous basis since 1900; a predominant portion of the group comprises a distinct community; the petitioner has maintained political influence or authority over its members from historical times to the present; a copy of the groups governing documents; the petitioner"s membership documentation
showing the descent from a historical Indian tribe, members of the group are not members of any other North American Indian tribe; and petitioners or group members are not the subject of Congressional legislation that has terminated or forbidden Federal relationships. 5 None of the 7 required criteria for Federal recognition are present in the Akaka Bill.
As currently written, the Akaka Bill provides for negotiations between the United
States and the proposed new Hawaiian government. Negotiations over land, resources and rights are the triad by which the new government will pursue its interests.
Accordingly, the bill will establish the "United States Office for Native Hawaiian
Relations", the "Native Hawaiian Interagency Coordinating Group", establish a commission of 9 members to certify which adults meet the definition of "Native According to Hawaii"s Governor Linda Lingle, the problem with the Akaka Bill is the lack of regulation over the governmental (non-commercial) activities of the native Hawaiian governing entity, its employees, and its officers from state, county and federal regulation. This lack of regulation would extend itself to the laws and rules that protect the health and safety of Hawaii"s people as well as the environment. 11 According to the Admission Act of 1959, the State of Hawaii will always have the right to serve civil or criminal process within the tracts or parcels of land in the state. 12 The passing of the Akaka bill would strip the state of its ability to over watch the practices of the governing entity and would violate the Admissions Act.
Advocating the Akaka bill doesn"t account for or recognize the 60% of Hawaiian Citizens who don"t support the bill, and another 15% who don"t know enough about the bill to form a position. Passing the bill would legitimize the 25% who do support the bill and their exceedingly narrow agenda"s that endorse a race-based system established to benefit a small minority of the population. According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the current population of the Hawaiian Islands is made of 38.5% Asian, 30.2% Caucasian, 18% mix of 2 or more races, 9.3% Hispanic, 9.2% Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, 3.5% Military (all races), 3.2% African American, 1.3% Other and .6% American Indian. 13 This melting pot of races and nationalities remains the 10 th fastest growing state in the nation for population growth. As such, the percentage of native Hawaiian"s is proportionally reduced every year as new arrivals to the islands continue and individuals with native Hawaiian blood relocate to the mainland and abroad. This potential circumstance also exasperates a bleak tax situation for an already overburdened population. Hawaii already has one of the highest tax scales in America.
Residents pay on average $4,500 a year in taxes which is consistently the highest in the nation. The requirement to ship in most all consumer goods significantly raises the cost of products and services. Current residents in Hawaii struggle to survive in a bad economy where jobs are scarce, pay is low, products are expensive and taxes are high.
Approval of the Akaka Bill will levy an unfunded mandate on residents (honorary residents) to subsidize the new government"s operations and make up for the looming shortfall of funds lost from federal streams and ear-marks. This would make an already poor economic situation even worse.
Other Implications and Opportunities
While the above-mentioned negative strategic implications associated with the potential approval of the Akaka bill warrant serious consideration, there are a number of legitimate areas of concern that could be fostered by a modified approved Akaka bill. In its current form, the bill provides for increased protection for native Hawaiians by the Cleveland stated … I suppose that right and justice should determine the path to be followed in treating this subject. If national honesty is to be disregarded and a desire for territorial extension, or dissatisfaction with a form of government not our own, ought to regulate our conduct, I have entirely misapprehended the mission and charter of our Government and the behavior which the conscience of our people demands of their public servants. Improved efforts that promote respect for the Hawaiian culture is another area that can benefit from the bill. Hawaiian culture is a cherished element of the Hawaiian experience that continues to make the islands a top tourist destination. Hawaiian culture is rooted in the "aina", a term that refers to the land and seas that make up Hawaii, meaning "love of the land." In order to maintain Hawaii"s beauty for future generations, it is essential that the land, sea, plants and animals remain protected. The Akaka Bill would strengthen regulations and laws to protect these cherished resources.
Preserving the "spirit of Aloha", the timeless "hula", preservation of the native language, and the protection of Native Hawaiian burial and worship sites are all key ingredients to the Bill"s intent of preserving and strengthening the native culture.
The Akaka bill allows for Native Hawaiian self determination. Unlike Native Indians or Native Alaskans", Native Hawaiians do not have self-governance rights.
There has been a growing sovereignty movement by Native Hawaiians to spell out their needs, to acknowledge their status as native people, to resurrect their language, and to protect their resources. The state government's Office of Hawaiian Affairs works to improve the conditions of Native Hawaiian"s by providing certain entitlements based on their ancestry, distinct community, culture, history, and lands. They are allowed to establish homesteads on certain land that has been set aside in trust for them.
However, there has been ongoing resistance to fully returning land held in trusts. The Akaka Bill would allow the new governing entity to negotiate for additional assets.
Approval of the bill can also provide status on the world stage for Native International solutions could be explored as a part of the reconciliation process. The 1993 Apology Resolution issued by President Clinton was a good first step. In order to make the reconciliation process legitimately meaningful, the federal government could engage in a dialogue with Hawaiian leaders in an attempt to capture the remaining issues for further resolution. The principles of self-determination and self-governance, which are consistent with the democratic ideals upon which our nation is founded, can only be meaningful if Native Hawaiians have the freedom to examine diverse options for exercising the sovereignty that they have never directly relinquished. Accordingly, the United States should give due consideration to re-inscribing Hawai"i on the United Nations" list of non-self-governing territories, among other possibilities.
Our nation"s experiment in democracy will gain credence (and, therefore, influence) with members of the international community to the extent that we are able to fully embrace the ideal that motivated this country"s founding fathers: consent of the 
